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or of hiring private health carprofessionals. Some Senators have claimed thatghiswvouldjust raiseprices for America's elderl
Americans and would result in fraud, andytirave even made the contradigtargument that the amendment is not necgssar
because Medicare rg@ients alreag haveprecisey the rght we are talkig about. None of their guments is valid.

Until they were stpped ky an administrative rulipby the Clinton Administration, Medicare re@nts couldoay for physician
health care services coveregMedicare throgh Medicare, or, if thg so chose, thecouldpay for them usig other means. The
Clinton Administration then unilatergltecided that thecould ony pay with Medicare funds. In the Balanced Bjati Act of last
year, gorovision was initialy included to reverse that ru§irisee 105th Cagress, 1st session, vote No. 120), but it was taken out
after a veto threat from President Clinton. Instegutpgision was added gang that senior citizens could gnyet health care
outside of the Medicareystem from grovider who had not taken yaMedicarepayments for at least Years. This goposed
conpromise, thogh, was a cover for dognnothing because nearlall doctors take some Medicgpatients. For most eldgrl
Americans, the ght togo to a doctor who does not takeydviedicarepatients is an epty right because tlyecannot find such
doctors.

Though most doctors take Medicgpatients, it is a vgrcommorpractice for them to limit the number of sygdtients thg take
because Medicamayment rates cover, on avgea ony 70 percent ofphysicians' costs. In other words, doctors lose mavigen
they treat Medicargatients, but thetake as manas thg can afford to ayway. The result is that health care is lgpiationed for
senior citizens. Medicare re@nts find it epecially difficult to receive more gensive pecialist care, and tlyefind it epecially
difficult to receive care in more remote areas such as Alaskg. CEmecontract for services not covergdNdedicare Part B
(doctors' services) but thean ony get Medicare services from doctors at Medicare rates. Doctors wha ang@on-Medicare
payments from Medicare-gjible patients will beprosecuted for fraud if tlyehave taken anMedicare funds within thpast 2years.

The first conplaint of our collegues is that thebelieve thagiving this right back to senior citizens will sjgrt them to fraud
and abuse. In rpsnse, we note that théhad this mht without ary problems for more than 2 decades before the Clinton
Administration took it amga Also, we note that the amendment finds that gtrimections gainst fraud and abuse shoufaply
when the ght isgiven back. We will hppily work with our collegues to eliminate all fraud and abuse in the Medipsvgram.
Second, our collepies have gygested that we are gntalking about a smalbercentge of senior citizens, gercent, who have
trouble findirg Medicare coveige. However, "oyl 4 percent comes out to 1,360,000 elgéxinericans who have difficyltgetting
the health care treatment thatythreeed. If thg cannot find that treatment under Medicare, our cgllea think that it igust fine
to dery them all treatment. We think our colfeees' attitude is@palling. Finally, our collegues have made the contradigtor
argument that senior citizens alrgaldave the ght to pay ary Medicare doctor's bilprivately. They can sinply ask him not to
submit a bill. If this claim were true, it would make all of our cailess’ other guments gainst this amendment nonsensical, but
the fact is that it is not true. No law ograation allows suclpayment, and, in fact, the lapassed lasgear pecifically prohibits
it.

Senior citizens do not need to be Yedi ty Members of Cogress. Thg should bagiven the same health care choices that other
Americans have. If Senatorgrae, then thgwill vote in favor of the il amendment.

Those opposinghe amendment contended:

The Kyl amendment wouldpen the door to widgsead abuse of America's senior citizegsNmnerica's doctors. ght now,
when a Medicare regientgoes in for treatment, he or she knows exawhw much he or she will be clgad. However, under our
colleggues’proposal, that certaigtwill evaporate. A Medicargatient could be toldya doctor that he or she needed five tests,
and that Medicarpaid enogh to cover the costs of four of those tests, but that for the fifth test the Medicare reimbursement would
be too low so theatient would have to comgwvith a hefy additional amount out of his or her opocket. This amendment does
not express the sense of Ggness in favor ofiving Medicare re@ients more choices--it eresses the sense of @oess in favor
of giving doctors the ght to increase their bills on all Medicare ments. It eyresses the sense of @oass in favor of takin
advantge of senior citizens with widpsead fraudulent billig practices. In our ginion, the fraud that would come from this
amendment would be in qr@mnse to a nonexisteptoblem. Most senior citizenspert beirg satisfied with the availabilit of
Medicare services, and g percent of them gort ary trouble ingetting health care under Medicare. Also, if for some reason
ary senior citizen wants foay a bill privately, he or shgust has to tell his or her doctor not to submit the bill to Medicare. Patients
who want to camay their entire medical bills out of their owgockets. Thg can everpay exorbitant amounts above the fair
Medicare rates if thefor some strage reason want tpay too much. We know our collgaes are well-intentioned in offegnhis
amendment, but, in our estimation, their amendmepnesses quport for attackiig a nonexistenproblem with a solution that could
sulject all Medicare repients to fraudulent billig practices. We therefore strgly oppose this amendment.



